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other persons, to whom no one ascribed guilt and who
must have been as guilty as he if any one was guilty
at all.

As to the jurymen, no one ever asserted that any
attempt was made to corrupt them. No one has ever
produced, or will ever be able to produce, from the report
of the trial a word used by any of the judges which
could have the least tendency to persuade the jury to
find a verdict of guilty, or to intimidate them had they
been capable of intimidation, into finding such a verdict.
The pannel was returned by Macrabie, the brother-in-law
of Francis. Nuncomar challenged l eighteen jurymen.
Touchett, afterwards the leader of the agitation against
the Supreme Court, sat on the jury. Upon all this Sir
<*Gilbert Elliot appears to have been absolutely silent, but
surely these are points of the first importance. They do
not seem to have occurred to either Macaulay or Mr.
Merivale. I think, however, they might properly have
said that the jury were not unlikely to be prejudiced
against Nuncomar on account of his enmity to the
English, and partly, perhaps, on account of his having
revealed, or professed to reveal, corrupt practices, This
consideration does not of course affect the value of the
evidence itself, but it diminishes the value of the verdict
apart from the evidence.

Passing from this, by what motive could Hastings
have corrupted Impey or any of his brethren ? Impey
was no doubt his old friend. They had been school-
fellows and had known each other for thirty years,
but mere personal friendship is at once too amiable and
in common cases too weak a motive to induce a man
to commit the foulest of all murders, and it certainly did
1 Mr. Belchambers's note.